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The meeting was called tO order at 10.20 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 to 69 (continuad)
GEBERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Mr. OKUN (United Staten Of America): The united States deegation
congratulator you, Sir, on your aoceumption of the chairmanship of thie Committee
during the forty-second session Of the yg@awtal Assembly. Wa look [orward to
working closely with you and pledge you our support.

The Committee is meeting at a time of increased expectations. DueAny the past
year important wvents have occurred that have lent a new impetus to efforts to
achieve greater international stability and an enduring peace at successively lower
levels Of armaments, both nuclear and conventional.

It is worth recalling that the meeting between Prefident Heagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev in Reykjavik took place admost exactly one year ago.
That mooting has been followed by meetinys at the ministeriai level between the
United States and the Soviet Union as well as by concerted and painstaking work at
the delegation level in the nuclear and space talks in Gensva and in other torums.

The moat significant event was the much-welcomed agreement in principle to
conclude a treaty on ground-launched jintermediate-ranye nuclear MiBsilen wnich
would eliminate the entire class of intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF)
miggiles » that is, missiles with & range of trom 500 to 5,50y kilometres, frow the
arsenals of the two countries. Following the meeting between Secretary of State
Shultz and Foreiyn Minister shevardnadze last nontn, turtoer intensive eftorts hgve
been undertaken in the Geneva talks, lookinq towards the meeting in Moscow between
the Ministers on 22 gnd 2J Uctober anu a summit meetiny between thy leaders ot the

two countries later this year.
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Welcome a8 this result is, it is important not to 1080 sight of the taat that
an agreement in principle i# not the same a8 an agreement on treaty provisions that
translate principle into practice. In this endeavour we anticipate success, but
the work %8 not yet finished.

In the Geneva talk8 deaiing with strategic nuclear arm8 reduction8 and defense
and space issues, progress ha8 been less remarkable than that recorded in the
intermediate nuclear force neqgotiations. The first pricrity of the United State8
remain8 deep reduction8 in strategic offensive arms, and the two gides have agreed
to intensify efforts to addreas the problem8 standing in the way Ot 50 per cent
reductions i n strategic offensive arms. Although tho soviet draft treaty ot
31 July was 8 welcome departury from previous highly generalized documents and
further progress ha8 subsequently boon recorded, fundamental difference8 0N
specific and important issues, such a8 sub-limits, remain. Moreover, the Soviet
porition continue8 to link strategic force reduction8 to restrictions on strategic
defence which would 90 beyond those contained in the Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-Ballirtic Missile Systems. These would appear to be designed to cripple the
strategic defence initiative, an outcome which the United State8 will not dccept.

Another significant accomplishment during the meeting of Secretary Shultz and
Minister Shevardnsdze was the signing on 15 September Of an Agreement to establish
nuclear risk reduction centres. In the preamble to the Agrecment, the two sgides
reaffirm that

“a nuclear war cannot be won and muet never be fought”
and reiterate

“their desire t0 reduceand ultimately elimnate the risk of outbreak of

nuclear war, in particular as a result of misinterpretation, miscalculation or

accident”.

e pp—
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On the ocoasion of the signing of the Agreement, Prealdent Reagan pointed out that
the risk reduction centres would help further lyssen the c¢hance Of conflict between
the United States and the &oviet Union. The centres will be eonneoted by satellite
and Will be equipped to exchange textual and graphic information quickly. Under
tha Agreement, notifications of ballistic missile launcher will be made and there
is the possibility of additiond ® xahangea of maerid, as a aisplay of goodwill
and in order to build confidence.

It is also worth recalling that the accord reached in Stockholm at the
Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and Diaarmament in Europe
waa concluded only a little more than a year ago. During the intervening period,
on 26 Auguat, the United states glected to exercise its right under paragrapha 65
and 66 of that agreement to inapaot a military @ ativity of the Soviet Union taking
place neat Minsk. The inspection «s5cs e uoaeseful in heping to resolve
uncertaintisa about the precise ® oope and ® XSSl  of thia activity, and the United
States welcomed thr spirit of co-operation shown by many Soviet Officara and
e nlirted men towards tha inapeotora. We believe that this inspection demonstrated
the significant and e aeentid gontribution which inspection can make to the
confidence-building process. The implamentation of tha inapaction proviarona is an
encouraging step for East-West rdationa

The Stockholm acaord has been followed by the initigion of diacuesone in
Vienna on a mandate for negotiation8 between tha 23 States of the Western and
Eaatern alliancaa on conventional atability. On 27 July the 16 We#tern countries
proposed a mandate for theae conventional atability negotiationa, aimed at

eetabliahing a stable and secure balance Of conventional forces at lower )gvels,
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These negotiations should eliminate force disprarities prejudicial to stability and
security, and ghould seek to eliminate a surprise-attack capability, and a
capahility to initiate large-acale offensive action. In adéltion, efforts continue
in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe to negotiate additional
gecurity- and confidence-hui lding measures.

Concurrently, States participating in the mutual and balanced force reduction
negotiations in Vienna convened on 24 September for their forty-third session. The
United States continues to hope that the Warsaw Pact representatives in these
negotiations will .espond positively to the Western proposals, on the table since
December 1985, for an effeatively verifiable accord that would meet the objective
of redressing the force imbalance in Central Europe.

The past year has also witnessed important developments in arms control
related to biological and toxin weapons, and to chemical weapons. with regard to
the former, last Aprii States parties to the 1972 biological and toxin weapons
Convention held a successful meeeting of technical experts, as mandated by the
Second Conference to review the Convention, held in September 1986. The
recommendations adopted by the experts at the April meeting are now heing
implemented, with the valuable result of supporting and strengtheni: ; the norm
againsu hiological and toxin weapons. The United States has already provided
appropriate information to the United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs.

At the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, under the leadership of the
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Ralph Ekeus of
Sweden, advances have been recorded in the effort to negotiate a comprehensive ban
on chemical weapr ng, The United States welcomes, for example, the new Position
taken by the Soviet !lnion on the crucial cuestion of verificati-n, in particular

its acceptance of United States proposals on the challenge ingspectic.i aueation.
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In addition, the united St -8 recognizes the positive value of the recent
visit by participants in the chemical wepona negotiation8 to the chamical weapons
facility at Shikhany in tha Soviet linlon, At tha ¢ amo time, we look forward to
discussion with the Soviet Union of the many aquestions that have e riren from the
visit. We -180 look forward to receiving Soviat visitors at the United States
chemical weapons destruction facility at Tooele, Utah, next month. The United
Statea was pleased to sponsor the first of these visits in 1983. Our hope 18 that
such visits will serve tO increase the confidence of the negotiating States that
the prospsctive chemical-weapons ban will deal with tha realities of the chemical
weapons assets to be prohibited.

These visits are not, of ¢course, < @ ubatitute for the detailed and p.inlukinq
neaotiating efforts reauired to convert apparent agreement et tha lovel of
principle into the actual provisions of a convention, In the chemical weapon8
negotiation8 It is clear that the negotiators at the Conferenoe on Disarmament
still have much work to dO. There are many issues to be addreared, including
development of challenge inspection procedure8 and naqotiation Of provisions for an
international body responsible for monitoring compliance, a8 well &8 elahoration of
provisions for monitoring the chemical industry to enaure the non-production of
chemical weapons, And theae issues must be dealt w.th not just by two Powers, but
hy all the participant8 in the negotiations. Finally, there i@ the troublesome
possibility that ®¢ ome of thoge States that may pose & chemical weapon8 threat may
refuse to become parties to the Convention.

The spread of chemical weapons must aleg be arrested. The international
community must continue to work to deal with this menace, including, in Ca#e8 where

the threat of use is real, by restricting access to materials that can he used in

' the production of chemical weapons.
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The United States condermns any and all illegal uee of chemical weapons
wherever and whenever it may oceut. The United States at the same time suprorts
inveatigationa, initiated by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, of
allegations of the uae of chemical. and biological weapons&, After several years of
experience with the procedures for investigation of use, in reeponse to General
Assemhly resolution 37/98 D, the United Ststea believes it la now appropriate to
develop further technical guidelines and procedures for sguch investigations. My
delegation expects to return to this matter on a later occasion.

Progreas also took place during the paet year on another issue of considerable
interest to many in this chamber, that of nuclear teeting. At the time of the
September meeting between Secretary Shultz and Minister Shevardnadze, the United
States and the Soviet Union announced their agreement to begin Pull-scale,
etage-hy-stnge neqctiatione on nuclear-testing issues before 1 December 1967. The
first order of busineas in these neqotiatione I8 to aqree on effective measures of
verification that will make it possible to ratify the 1474 threshold test-han
Treaty and the 1976 Treaty on peaceful nuclear expiosions. For the purpose of
elaborating such measures joint verification experiments are envisioned at each
other’8 test sjtes. The United States and the Soviet Union also agreed:

“to proceed to negotiating further intermediate limitations on nuclear testing

leading to the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of nuclear teeting

ag part of an effective disarmament process. This process, among other
things, would pursue, an the first priority, the goal of the reduction of
nuciear weapons and, ultimately, their elimination.”

At the same time, the United States continues to support the establishment of
an appropriately mandated subsidiary body in the Conference on Disarmament to

cons ider, on a multilateral basis, ig98ues related to a nuclear-teat-ban treaty,
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such as scope, verification and compliance. The United States also continues to
support the excellent work of the Couference's Group Of Scientific Experts on the
International Exchange of Seismie Data. In thia regard, the United States i$
sponsoring a workshop in washington from 26 to 30 October on the development of
procedures to be utilired at international data aentrea, to which all participants
in the Group of Scientific Experts have been invited.

I have outlined some of the promiaing developments over the past year that
relate directly to iaeuea before us in the Committee, The sense of optimism that
these developments have engendered in our work {is justified, but it would be a
serious error to allow this aenae of optimism to cloud a realistic, sober
aaaeaament of the glohal aeaurity situation.

To begin with, there continues to be serious concern With ensuring compliance
with arms control and disarmament agreements already negotiated. | have mentioned
the continuing use of chemical weapons, which {s a grave breach of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol.  The Soviet Union continuer with 1its construction of a radar at

Kramoyarnk, in clear contravention of the 1972 anti-halliatic missile Treaty.
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The United States regards strict compliance by all States parties to existing
arms~limitation and disarmament agreeme.its to be esaential. The United States
believes that all States in the international community have an interest in, and a
duty to support, strict compliance with thede obligations, and should work to
restore the integrity of agreements {r instances where they are not being fully
respected. States should make available information both on actions taken by
parties to comply with ayreements and on indications that parties may not be in
compliaice. Last ye:- , the United States delegation introduced a draft resolution
on this important issue, which was adopted by consensus. My delegation intends to
Pursue this subject in the course of our work.

Secondly, the problems of international security of which we are seized extend
beyond those 0oy deep reductions in nuclear weaapons and the elimination of chemical
weapons. I have already mentioned the efforts in the European context to deal with
conventional weapons. But the problem of conventional weapons transcends the
European continent . In fact, it {g a cause of concern with respect to practically
every region in the world. It is important, therefore, to give serious
consideration to the issues posed by conventional weapons, and our delegation
welcomes the work in this area that has been initiated in the United Nations
Disarmament Commiseion. This work should continue.

The United States has always regarded openness in military matters as
essential for facilitating progress in disarmament. We are pleased to see that
others are increasingly recognizing this fact. We have taken careful note of
recent indications by General Secretary Gorbachev that some information relating to
military forces and expenditures may finally be made available by the Soviet
Union. If meaningful information is actually provided it would a step in the right

direction of further openness and the free exchange of information.



EMS/5 A/C.1/42/pV.8
12

(Mr. Okun, United States)

Free exchanae, including opportunities for the free exchange of views n
disarmament and other securi.y 1ssues, should be much more extensive. All
individuals in all countries ghould have available the necessary information to
participate in free and open debate on the merits of the actions of their
Govaornments. \When such opportunities are available, Governments may be more
judicious in making investments in military forces and m>re realistic in arms
control.  When citizenu have the opportunity to make their views fully known, and
when all Governme.ts take those views ieriously into account, then the

international community ma. finally be able to come to grips with the underlying

sources of international conflict that prompt nati.ns to arm themselves.

| =hould like to conclude with a few remarks concerning actions that may be
taken in this Committee. At this past spring’s meeting of the Preparatory
Committee for the third spr .. sesslon of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, a draft agenda was a&ptsA and it was decided to hold the session in
1988. It remains to determine the exact dates for the session and, at the
forthcoming meeting of the Preparatory Committee early in 1988, to make the final
arrangments.  The third special session on dinarmament will come at an opportune
time as wr Pursue our goal of a more secure wor lo. The United States locks forward
to Participating in its work fully and vigorously.

In speaking about the relations between the United States and the Soviet Union
before the General Assembly on 21 September this year, President Reagan Pointed out
that we can expect cur bilateral differences to continue, He said this imposes a

upacial responsibility to find realistic ways aimed at resolving political problems

peacefully.
I believe that such a challenge is equally important for all of us in this
for um. | have outlined a broad range of positive developme:.ta that have occurred

over the past 12 months, events that have moved us closer to our shared objective
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o f greater international accity. | hope that a year from now we can point to
even gr eater guccesses, Whatever our differences, we have our work cut out for usg,
both here and at the forthcoming third special seasion of the General Aggsembly on
disarmament.  The United States i8 ready to do its part.

Mr. HOSTOV (Bulgar ia): The queation of achieving a safer and more stable
world free of the danyer of nuclear war and the burden of the arms ; ace is once
again among the highlights uf this session. That question hae steadily qrown in
importance, alonqg with the need to find an adequate and unequivocal @&olution to
it. That is only logical) the nuclear age hasg given us not only very limited
opt ions = we can either survive together or die together -but also very little
time for dec in ion-mak ing . That is why it is necessary that all our efforts should
be aimed at ensuring a peaceful future for mankind and at eliminating the virus of
militarism, which has brought the world untold suffering and has set the gtage for
universal catastrophe.

The present time is made momentous also by the fact that the technical
potential for the destruction of mankind ig8 paralleled by the obsolete political
thinking of those political leadera who ignore reali‘r and continue to rely on the
use of force as the main instrument for accomplishing their goals. Progress in
physics and military technology bas simply overtaken progress in political
thinking. Today, the yap between the new realities and the inability. or
unwillingness, t» | ccognize those new realities poses the greatest danger.

The question of peacc in the modern world, affecting all countries and peoples
and all spheres of 1{fe, requires a thorough restructuring of the entire system of
international relations and the creation of a new model which would facilitate the
transition from distrust to mutual wunderstanding, from confrontation to

co-operar-ion, from the arms race to disarmament.
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In our view, that new wmodel far international relations is best embodied in
the oonoopt of @  8tabli8hing a comprehensive ayrtem of intrtnational peace and
® oourity, the corner-stone of which would be the curbing of the arms race, the
achievement of diearmament and a world free of nuclear weapons. That is a
Eormidablo, yet doable tark. It is beyond the reach of any ringle State or gLoup
of States, It can be achieved only through the collective eftortas of the entire
rntrrnational  community on the basis of a new way of thinking and a new approach to
international affairs.

The 15 January 1986 declaration of the Soviet Union is an outstanding example
of new politioal thinking. For the first time ever, an all-embracing,
well-thought-out and well-timed programme Eor the general and complete elimination
nf nuclear weiwpons was set forth. General statemonts and expressions of hope gave
way to specific planr and actions. A continuation of this policy was the summit
meeting at Beykjavik, where a whole art of related proposals was put forward with a
view to eiminating the threat of nuclear war and paving the way for a new
nuclear-Eree age in the history of mankind.

The Reykjavik summit demonstrated the practicality of that idea, which had
earlier seamed to be an improbable, {f not altogether impossible, dream. There was
a real closing of the gap between the positiona of the Soviet Union and of the
United gtates on the most complex problems of curbing the arme race and embarking
upon disarmament, and although the summit failed to achieve the desired ends, for
reasons that are wel known, the intellectual breakthrough of Reyk javik continues

to aftect the ongoing talkr and to aerve the cause of disarmament.
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The Paople'p Republic of Bulgaria welcomes the agreement recently roached in
principle to eliminate the shorter- and medium-range missiles, as well a# the
agreement to beglr wide-renging bilateral negotiationa for the Ilimitation and the
ultimate total «usazacton of nuclear-weapons tests. The agreement to remove the
medium-range and shorter-range missiles, as well as their nuclear warheads, would
be the first effective ntep towards the elimination of nuclear weapon3 and the
building of security and mutual confidence. Although it will affect le#s than
5 per cent of the world’s nuclear arsenals, this agreement would have a politically
and strategically stabilizing effect of major proportions and would be of immense
moral value. It could serve as a useful precedent in working out agreements on the
reduction 01 other types of nuclear arms. It holds out prospects which require
gerious and responsible consideration. It is now particularly important that no
new obstacles should be created to reaching a mutually acceptable agreement. For
example, we find it objectionable that the reduction and elimination of one type or’
wearan should be “offset” by building up another type of weapon.

In Washington another agreement was signed to establish centres in the Soviet
Union and the United States to limit the risk of nuclear war. However modest it
may be as compared to the e.tire range Of disarmament issues on the negotiating
table of the two Powers, this confidence-building measure zonstitutes a useful step
towards the final and reliable elimination of the risk of nuclear conflict.

The efforts to build a world free of nuclear arms should continue in other
sreas of diearmament as well. Today it is clear that the desire to extend the arms
race into oucer apace is intricately linked to the Gordiar knot of problems related
to curbing the arwg race and, therefore, to the future of international security as
a whole. It is on this issue that certain circles continue to cling to the old

mode of thinking. They see the future only in terms of the use o1 force,
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particularly of overwhelming force which the *enemy* have no chance of matching.
And all this is gone in the name of security. But to build securlty at the expense
of others means to seek military superiority. This would be the result of the
efforts to provide the “nuclear aworu® witn a “nuclear ghield®, thus creating the
potential for a pre-emptive figrgt strike.

Bulgaria is of the view that, given the nature of modern weaponry, it is
impossible to ensure the security of any country by military~technical means, even
the moat sophisticatad ones. |n this action-reaction ¢ycle, an escalation of the
arms race is thus precipitated, leading inevitably to the risk of mankind's
destruction. That is why we maintain that the time has come when the problem of
sacurity can be resolved only by political means, The new thinking means, first of
all, recognizing the important principle that today there can only be uvecurity
which is mutual and, in giobal terms, common ® ocurity.

The People's Republic of Bulgaria rupportn the proposal of the Soviet Union
for the elaboration of “new key provisions of an agreement" stipulating strict
obgervance of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti~Ballistic Missile Systems and on
that basis a 50 per cent reduction of the strategic offensive arm8 of the USSR aud
the United States of America, preventing the transfer of tno acme race into outer
space, and beginning negotiations on the gradual cessation of nuclear-weapon8
tesiing. ‘These proposals are designed to breuk the Vvicious circle ot action and
reaction and to take a decisive step towards the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons.

The removal of nuclear weapone in accordance with the propoeale of the
socialist countries is not the only taek on the way towards establishing a peaceful
and secure world. We call for the adoption of an integrated approach that woula

couple the elimination of nuclear arms with the elimination of the other weapons of
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mass destruction, considerable reductione of conventional armaments and armed
forces to a level required only tor defence, as well as collateral confide- nd
security-buiiding measure8 under strict and comprehensive international control.

The practical application of the latest achievements of the revolut.on in
science and technology has led to changes which in turn have forced a reappraisal
of the political, military and economic threat posed by conventional arms. As is
known, the programme of the members of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) adopted in 1978 stresses the qualitative improvement of
conventional armaments, particularly the steep enhancement of their destructive
fire power.

On the other hand, the growing deployment of automated military systems for
control, command and communications has agqravated the risk thst a conventional
conflict could escalate into a nuclear war. That is why the 8socialist countries
have emphasized time and again the conclusion that in these circumstances even
military parity has ceased to be a guarantee of international security.

It will be necessary to agree upon specific measures for conventional
disarmament based on the principle ot reasonable auf..ciency in the respective

types of arms, coupled with the adoption of a military doctrine of a strictly

defensive nature.

The readiness of the socialist countries to embark upon this road was
reaffirmed in the document adopted at the Berlin meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty held last May.

At that meetiny the socialist countries formulated proposals for the implementation
o f specif jc measures for nuclear and conventional disarmamentthey also oputlined
the basic provisions of the military doctrine of the Warsaw Treaty, which js geared

to the objective ot avoiding war, whether nuclear or conventional. The defensive
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nature Of this doctrine is reflected in the statement of the allied States that in
no circumstances will they initiate armed hostilitles against any other State or
geoup of States, unless thay come under attacks nor will they ever be the first to
use nuclear weaponsy that they have no territorial claims against any Puropean or
non-European State, nor do they view any State or people as their enemy.

At Berlin the socialist countries proposed to the NATO member States tnat they
hold consultations with a view to comparing and bringing into alignment the
military doctrines of the two alliances on the basis of purely defensive
principles. Such a dialogue in international relations, along with specific
disarmament measures, would have a major effect on building confiaence and mutual
trust. Regrettably, we have not yet received an unequivocal reply to this proposal
of ours.

Today Europe has its eyes set on Vienna. The People's Republic of Bulgaria
has consistently maintained that the meeting of the States participating in the
Conference on security and Co-operation in Europe should adopt meani gful and
balanced decisions which would move ahead the all-Eurnpean process with regard to
all sectiuas of the Helsinki Final Act. The problems of disarmament should find
their due place within the framework ¢f this all-encompaaaing approach. All
European states should be involved on an equal footing in the solution of these
problems.

What Europe needs now is a drastic reduction of military confrontation as well
as further  confidence-building. 1huere is alao the question Of avoiding a surprise
attack. ThiS could be achieved by lowering the concentration of armed forces and
armaments in the zone of direct confrontation between the two military alliances,
by withdrawing the most dangeroue offensive arms from any such zones, and by

establishing zones free of nucleit and chemical weapons. The initiative of the
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German Democratlc Republic and Czechoelovak Socialist Republic to create a
nuclear-weapon-fro@ corridor in Central Europe, the initiative of my country ana

the 8oclalist Republic of Romania to transform the Balkan peninsula into a ZoOne

free of nuclear and chemical weapons, ae well as the comprehensive plan of the

Polish Pegople's Republic on arms reduction and confidence-building in Central

Europe, are all designed to serve this objective.
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In our vim, the time has come to undertake practical action to turn the
Balkans into a nuclear-weapon-free zone, as called for by the leaders of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria and the Republic of Greece in thelr joint statement
of 15 July 1987 addressed to all Balkan courtries and again during the current
visit by the Greek President to Sofia.

It is an encouraging fact that the positions of the socialist countries and
those of the New Delhi Six are close or similar on urgent issues such as the
ceasation 0 f nuclear-weapon tests, the prohibition and elimination of nuclear
weapons and the avoidance Of an arm8 race {a outer space. The realistic proposals
advanced by the Now Delhi Six are an indication that new political thinking ie
steadily taking hold.

Now is the time for political e tatament.6 to be matched by specific actions.
The Bulgarian delegation hoper that the Committao will make a contribution by
adopting concrete and positive decisions on all the items on its agenda.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of soviet Sorialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian)i The process of disarmament and its internationalization, am well as tho
gradual evolution of a comprehensive security system through collective efforts, is
creating a need to establish confidence in international relations on a wide
scale. Confidence is precisely what is needed aa a catalyst for there historical
processes,

In the present circumstance8, when the qgrcundwork is being laid for the
building of a truly nuclear-free world, confidence cannot be restricted to selected
measures Or spheres, It has assumed a wholly new dimension requiring a transition
to a broad policy of confidence-building that will become the core of a

comprehensive system of international security.
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To create, strengthen and develop confidence, it is necessary to act in
concert, thus paving the way through the accumulating of experience in
co-operatfon, through increased mutual understanding and through the joint solution
of practical issues,

“The origins of being derive from deeds.” Thus, paraphrasing the Bible, the
great Goethe expressed the idea that reality can only be created through concrete
deeds.  Confidence can become the immutable norm of international life if it is
emboaled in the practical work of developing comprehensive security, excluding
reliance on force.

Real and tangible action in all spheres accelerates the process of
confidence~building. Confidence built up through jolnt action created the
conditions for undertaking increasingly far-reaching forms of international
interaction and thus constitutes a system-forming process.

Confidence has a special role to play in such a sensitive area as disarmament,
where national security interests are directly affected. It is, | believe, here
more than anywhere else that confidence must manifest itself in concrete action.

Indeed, what spurs on the arms race is fear and suspicion. At the same time,
a very clear trend is emerging, with the armeé race hecoming self-contained and
having its own internal logic and in fact precluding the building up of
confidence. The result 18 a vicious circle, with mistrust generating an arms race
and the arms race in turn jintensifying suspicion.

The way out of this stalemate, as we see it, can be found only by shoving
determination and concentrating our political will to achieve a joint breakthrough
and accomplish tangible measures to curtail the arms race. Each step in the
direction of arms reductions will contribute to progress in and development of the

disarmament process, In other words, the formula “the more arms, the greater the
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insecurity and suspicion® should be countered by anothers "the more disarmament,
the greater t h e confidence,"

The most important instruments of confidence are openness and glasnost. There
i8 no need to prove that where there is a shrou¢ of myrtery, suspicions frequently
arise, myths are created and speculation begins. But openness should not be an end
in itgelf but, rather, an instrument for the building of confidence: the goal is
not Opennes88 in oontinuing the A&rms& race. After all, in diearming we are
concurrently opening ourselves up by .llmina,ung those areas of activity that are
pt imar ily concer ned with secr ecy . Openneas ig intended to remove sources of

susplcion and create an atmosphere of clarity and predictability conducive to real

¢disarmament.

We agres with those who call on us not to fear openness. |t waa precisely we
who were the first to raise the question of openneee in international relations.
The first international act of the groat socialist October Ravolution = whose
seventieth anniversary we celebrate this year = was the Decree on Peace. The
Soviet State declared that it was renouncing secret diplomacy and gecret treaties
and proclaimed its commitment to the principle8 of opennes8s and true democracy in
foreign policy.

Even if, to be absolutely frank, in the past there have been sgome departures
from that principle, they were neyvessitated by the foreign intervention that
immedia tely followed our Revolution and by attempts on the part of some Power 8,
including those now advocating openneaa, to undermine the foundations of our
country and strangle it by political and economic blockade and direct military
intervention. We were forced to shut ourselves in to protect ourselves Erom
hostile encirclement. And today, we ouraelvee must melt mistrust and

circunmavigate the ice floes and icebergs of confrontational attitudes.
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In this connection | should like to refer to the statement by the
representative of the United Kingdom, Mr. Edis, in which he quite rightly
stated = and | agree with him = that we must all be open to new ideas and
approaches. Such openness is particularly important, indeed, an absolute
necessity, today. Without it there can be no broad-based approach to resolving the
problems of global security. | understood that the words of the representative or
the United Kingdom would be translated into deeds with regard to all new ideas and
proposals, including those advanced by the socialist countries for developing a
comprehendive system of international security. We hope that constructive and
unprejudiced attitudes to each other’'s ords and deeds will characterize all stages
of the First Committee’s work at this session.

Confidence begins above all with a realistic assessment of one’s own actions.
It jg created not by posing as a self-styled supreme judge with regard to the
entire world or by using double standards, one standard for oneself and another for
others, but respect for others, coupled with an objective and self-critical view of
onc'g own society and policy. This, it appears to us, is the best possible
approach to creating confidence and mutual understanding. In world politics there
cannot and must not be either teachers or students. There must be mutual
enrichment.

Our new philosophy of security is based on recognition of the fact that in
today’s complex and contradictory world, which is at a crossroads, new, bold
approaches and unorthodox methods are needed to deal with international problems.
Confidence-building in world affairs does not merely presuppose unity of word and
deed, it requires it, for only a world that has moved from statements to practical
measures can have a chance of survival.

Grasping this truth and upholding 1t has become the law governiny Soyiet

foreign policy. We not only proclaim our commitment to peace, but always back up
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our declarations of peace with concrete proposals and constructive negotiating
positions. On 15 January 1986 General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev put forward a
specific programme for achieving security through disarmament. In working for its
implementation we are not only actively seeking solutions to the problem of
reducing and limiting specific types of armaments, but also taking steps to
strengthen confidence and constructive co-operation.

In ordar -o begin moving towards mutual confidence through the thick fog of
suspicica and fear, it is sometimes necessary to feel one’s way carefully, step by
step. Here, the force of example can be extremely helpful, ea unilateral steps
can be taken towarde the solid ground of confidence , making a conscious choice in
favour of self-control and restraint.

The Soviet Union does not simply argue in favour Of unilateral actions and the
-ccommodation of “he legitimate Interests and concerns of others. It has
undertaken a unilateral obligation not to be the first to use nulear wedpons, oug
unilateral moratorium on putting anti-satellite weapons in outer space has been in
cffect since 1983, and it will remain in effect as long as other countries,
including the United States, act Similarly. The 18-month unil iteral morator Sum on
nuclear explosions observed by us was a strikiny example of the Soviet Union’s
goodwill.  The unilateral action taken by the other nuclear socialist Power, the
People’s Republic of China, which has undertaken to forgo the first use of nuclear
weapons and reduced its armed forces by 1 million men, is also a very positive step.

The new military thinking of the USSR and the socialist countries allied with
it iS symmarized in a joint document on military doctrine adopted by the member
States of the Warss« Treaty organization. The most significant features ot that

doctrine are as follcwsr first, it is oriented towards ensuring military security
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first and foremost through political meansj secondly, it is not conceived within
the framework of past wars but is baaed upon a consideration of the realities ot
the nuclear and space agej t-_h[rdly, it ig strictly defensive in character and is
based on the assumption that military methods should not be used to solve any
outstanding problems) and {fourthly, it is based on a non-offensive strateqy.

We nave not confined ouraelvea merely to presenting the essence ot our
military doctrine, but are wtlling to go further. The Soviet union, together with
1ts Wwarsaw Treaty sllies, hai put forward d far-r~aching proposal for consultations
with the countries members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in
order to compare the mjlua[y doctrines of the two alliances, analyse their
character and engege in joint consideration of the direction in which they should
evolve to dispel the mutual suspicion and mistrust that has been built. up over the
years, arrive at a better understanding of each other’s inteations and ensure that
military thinking and the doctrines ot the military blocs and their adherents are
based on defensive principles. The agenda for ouch consultations would also
include existing imbalances and asymmetries in individual types ot armaments and
armed force?, as well as a search for ways and means of correcting them, based on
the notion that whichever group is in the lead should make reduction6 on the
understanding that such reductions will lead to increasingly lower levels.

In Our view, a stronq impetus in this direction can be provided by agreement
on a defensive strategy and the notion of reasonahle sufficiency. Juch concepts
presuppose § structure of armed forceg in a country that would be gufficient to
repel possible aggression but not to engage in offensive action. A first step
would pe a supervised withdrawal of nuclear and other offensive weapons from
national borders, followed by the establishment along borders of sparsely armed

strips and demilitarized zones. Ultimately our goal should be to work Co
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dismantle military blocs, ® liminato bases in foreign territories and bring home all

troops now stationed abroad,

We have therefote propored, in ® rmonce, a major measure of conf idence and

openness that makes it possible to ascertain : saincerity of our intentions and

the truly defensive character of both our doctrine and our practice in military

matters, and, in turn, for us to be presented with arguments in support of the

sincerity of the e tatomentr by leaders of the member countries of the North

Atlantic Alliance to the effect that they would ugse military force only

in response

to aggression. We hope that our honest proposal will be considered on itg meritae

and that the NAfO countries will respond to it constructively. we eagerly await

their answer to our proporal.
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We want our honeat policy to be clear to everyone, and, naturally, we expect
an adecuata reaponee. This is precisely what motivatea ua when we take action to
build confidence, for example in the field of compliance with the Treaty on the
Limitation of Anti-Rallietic Misslle Syastema (AMB Treaty) the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests, and the banning of chemical weapons.

In order to remove the very e ource of suspicion and to create a normal,
healthy atmosphere for a detailed discuaaion of auestions related to the observance
of compliance with the ABM Treaty, the Soviet Union invited a delayation from the
House of Representatives of the United Stateam Congress to visit the radar statlion
in the area of the city of Krasnoyarsk, which has been the subject of g0 much
apeculation. The American Congreaemen examined, without any restrictions, the
buildings that house the radar ypuer construction and went. over the technical
specifications of the equipment at the etation.

The American aide rece¢.ved first-hand, factual confirmation of the firm
intention of the USSR to continue to abide by its obligations under the 1972
ABM Treaty. In order to allay suspicion and prevent the circulation of myths with
regard to apace activities that they have generated, the Soviet Union proposes to
strive for agreement on confidence-building meaauren that would provide the
aeeurance that no one w88 enqgaged in activities banned by international egreements.

Let um take another example. In order to create an atmosphere of confidence,
and in the interest6é of concluding at an early date a convention banning chemical
weapons, the Soviet eide invited the negotiators on chemical weapons to vigit the
Soviet military facility at Shikhany to see for themeelvee typical axamples of our
chemical weapons and of the technologies used for their destruction at a mobile

unit. The expurts will also be able, later on, to visit the gpecial facility for
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the destruction of chemical weapons which is under oonatrwtion in our country, in
the area of the glty of Chapaevak.

The Soviet Union is also on record xx having organized = Auring ite moratorium
onnuclear ® xploaiona- a trip for foreign representatives to tha nuclear-tart site
in the area of Samipalatinak , to anahla §OmM OxMmssm e ciontiata to set Up special
seismic equipment therm to carry out on-eite varification of the gact that no
explosiuns ware being conducted, and ultimately we agreed to oarry out, jointly
with tha Americana, a calibrating rxperiment uaing non-nualrar undorground
® xploaiona. Tha progress ot the on-mite experiment wax observed also by a group of
American Congraaamen. unfortunately, there has besen no reciprecal invitation to
observe American nuclear ® xploaiona.

All thia is our concrete contribution to a raaaonable, responsible, rational
organisation of international affairs, which iX being expanded before our very
eyes, Standarda « unheard of before = arm being eatabliahed with regard to
opennaaa, @laanoat, and thr extent and depth of mutual inapeotion and verification
of obligations aamumed.

An important meaaurr X'C1CJ @  trangthoning mutual truat ix the implementation of
the recommandationm of the Qenava Conference of 8c¢lentific and Technical Experts
from States partiea to the Convention on the prohibition of haotariologioal
waapona. wWe would 1like to inform the Committee that our country ham preaented, on
time, tha information called for by those recommendationa.

In our view, confidence-huilding can also be served by introducing glasnost
with respect to military apending. The repeated attempts to reducs military
budgata have invariably been rejected on the pretext that there are difficultlea
with regard to comparisons. Jbviously, we have to be fair in comparing defence
expenditurea, which ix no gmplo matter, mince the price ® tructurea of armamenta

and the pricing mechaniama of varioua countries differ fundamentally.
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The defence budget published by the uSsr = 20,2 billion roubleg =~ reflects
only the expenditures of the Miniatry of Defence on the maintenance of the armed
torces personnel, logistics support, military conatcuction, retirement benefits,
and some other itemsa. Research and development financing and arms and eauipment
procurement are covered under other articles of our State budget. Upon completion
of a radical pricing reform to be carried out in our country, we think it will be
possihle to mako a realistic comparison of overall military spending. We believe
that in the next two or three years we will be able to compare data of interest
both to us and to our partnera, data that would uniformly reflect expenditures by
the two sides, This is a very serious and responsible undertaking but we are ready
to carry it out.

To make confidence an effective policy and to ensurae that it {8 firmly
embedded in the fabric of international relationa, afforta must be made by all
s8idea, One hand 1is not enough for a handshake.

The United Nations has, undoubtedly, a major role to play in
internationaliztng, promoting, gtrengthening and making irreversible the process of
confidence. The United Nations, which had its very origin in a spirit of
co-operation, can function ef sctively and meaningfully only when it breathes the
oxygen of confidence. Therefore, @® trengthening confidence alBO mMe&AN8 consolidating
the United Nstionu, enhancing its eignificance and authority, and crenelating its
Charter into real life. It should help to product a universal language of
confidence and openness, understandable to all, that would qgradually force out the
jargon of threats and confrontational polemics from the political vocabulary of the
international community.

A firat step in thie complex process of compiling a lexicon of confidence and

openness could be nade by iu'pl,ementinq the Secretary-General’e proposal to eet up,
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within the Organization, a multilateral centre for raduoing the threat of war. We
believe it would also be advisable to ® rtablirh direct lines of communication
between the United Nation8 Headquarters end the capitals of the States that are
permanent members of the Security Council a8 well a8 the location of the Cheirman
of the Movrment of Non-Aligned Countries.

The fact that confidence is entering the mainstream of broad politics creates
favourable gonditions both for @ nhanaing aonfidence-building measures and for
extending them to new areas of activity,

Tha confidence- and racurity-building measures in Europe, agreed upon in
Stockholm, which have been in effect since 1 January 1987, are now being tested in
practice and demonstrate that, provided there is political will and mutual
constructiveness, it is possible to overcome the most formidable hurdies and to
achieve impressive results, In our view, the agreement8 reached gt the flrst stage
of thg Stockholm Conference n Conf idence= and Security-building Measures and
Disarmament in Europe, moving us toward8 an integrated system that will encompass
confidence-building, security and disarmament measures. At the second stage,
disarmament negotiation8 could be conducted along with the preparation of
aonfidanoe-building measures on which there was no previous agreement, or which
could be advanced in future, and which would inaludr 1 gqradual limitation and
reduction of military activities = particularly by the two military
alljances = notification of independent air force and naval manoeuvres, coverage by
confidence-buil. {ng measures of the territories of all counttier participating in
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) and other confidence-

and secur ity-buildirg measures,
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Concurrently, consideration would be given to new kinds of ronfidence-building
measure8 and to measures of military and strategic atability in Europe directly
relatod to reductions in armed forces, conventional armaments and military
expenditures, which would facilitate the conclusion of agreements and lead to the
establishment of a military balance at the lowest possible level.

We believe that confidencu-building measures can have a major effect and that
they can be particularly beneficial to relntiono among States poeseesiny
substantial military potential and belonging to djfferent military blocs. First
and foremost, this applies to the nuclear Powers and to the two alliances, the
North *:lantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the Warsaw Treaty.

The initiatives proposed at Murmansk by the General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail S. Gorbachev, are
designed to strengthen trust in thr north of Europe and spread it to the Arctic.
The Soviet Union has stated its readiness to oerve as a guarantor of a nuclear-free
zone in northern Europe should a decision to eatabliah such a zone be taken. We
also support Finland’s initiative on the Lrmitation of npaval activities in northern
European coastal seas. Throuyh joint efforts aimed at developiny and expandiny
confidence-building measures in the military sphere, radiczlly reducing the level
of military confrontation and utilizing the resource8 of ncrthern and Arctic
regions for peaceful purposes while protecting tpeir environment, i1t would be
possibie to turn the northern regions of the planet into a genuine zone of peace
and  fruitful co-operation.

The Soviet Union is focusing its attention 4lgo on issues relating to
enhancing security and building confidence in Asia and the Pacific region. Qul
proposals in that regard, put forward by the General Secretary of the Central

Committee ¢f the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in his Vladivostok statement
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and in an interview with the Indonesian newspaper Merdeka, are well known and
remain unchanged.

In the present circumstances we attach considerable importance to harmonizing
confidence~huilding measures in the naval area. These could include prior
notification of certain naval activities, invitations to obhsarvers to attend naval
exercises and manoeuvres, limitation of the number and scope of naval exercises and
the aream in which they are held, exchenges of information on naval matters, and
other measutres,

It is ouite clear that the current nature of relationa makes it impoaeihle
simply to decree confidence or to enaure the instantaneous removal of suspicions
that have accumulated over many years. For that reason, a8 we make progress
towards tbe reduction and elimination of certain classes of weapons and the
limitation of military potential to a level of reasonable sufficiency, verification
will evolve into the moat important factor in the attainment of security.

Our poaition on verification mattets is baaed 0N the premise that at all
stages Of real disarmament everyone must be completely certain that there will he
acrupulous compliance with agreementa. We favour the moat rigorous verification.
If the auestion of double verification is raised, we will respond by advocating
triple verification. Without the moat stringent and comprehensive verification,
the necessary certainty that agreements Were haing res,ected would be lacking and
conaeauently there could be no confidence.

The practice of conducting verification should become a school for
confidence-building and should help us to see for ourselves the sincerity of one
another's intentiona and to become immune to dietrust. An the process of
disarmament is internationalized and as multilateral efforts to attain equal

security for all are intensified, the significance of international verification
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and the co-ordinating role of the United Nations in that respect will grow. The
United Nations will become a focal point for the involvement of all States in the
building of relation8 of confidence and security.

That is the aim of an idea proposed by the General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail S. Gorbachev, for
establishing, under United Nations auspices, machinetv for broad international
control over compliance with agreements on reducing international tension and
limiting armaments, a8 well a8 over military gjituations in conflict areas. As we
see it, that machinery would operate by uaing various forms and method8 of
verification to collect information and transmit it promptly to the United
Nations. It would provide an objective picture of developments, ensure the timely
detection of preparation8 for hostilities, make a surprise attack more difficult,
and make it possible to take measures to prevent the initiation, expansion and
exacerbation of a military conflict. That machinery could be the underpinning of a
sort of Eiffel Tower of verification and confidence, and a central link for
intertwining and complementary measures of disarmament, verification and
confidence-but Iding

The proposals we have put forward are comprehensive and encompass all major
components of disarmament, verification and confidence-building

In complete conformity with that ~jew, we have put torwara at the Conference
on Disarmament a proposal for a broad network of measures for confidence-building
and international monitoring of space activities. Tnis system would include prior
notification of each planned launch, the permanent presence of groups oi inspectors
at all sites used for launching space objects and ipspection of every space
launch. Moreover, we think it would be necessary to provide for the right to

on-site inspection should suspicions arise that there has been a launch from an
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undeclared site. With a total ban on apace strike weapons, the Soviet Union would
be ready to extend inspections to storage and industrial facilities, laporatories,
teat centres and so forth.

Control ieeuee with respect to the prevention of the deployment of arms in
outer space call for a broad approach and for use to be made of the creative
potential of all forces concerned. To that end, we have proposed the convening of
an international symposium in the USSR in 1989, with the participation of
Government repreaentativee and prominent scientists and public figures.

Soviet proposals on a series of issuss of verification and confidence-building
have albo been put forward at the negotiations on the elimination and prohibition
of chemical weapons. In addition to earlier Soviet initiatives, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the USSR, Eduard Shevardnadze, stated on 6 August this year at
the Conference on Disarmament that it was necessary to consolidate legally the
principle of binding challenge inspections without the right of denial.

We hold the view that the Secretary-General has an active role to play in
ensurrng reliable control over compliance with commitments to ban and eliminate
chemical weapons. To build on our expressed readiness to have recourse to his
services in investigating cases Of the use of bacteriological weapons, we declare
our agreement to the services of the Secretary-General being extended also to
investigations into cases of the us« 0f chemical weapons.

Work on effective verification of disarmament also presupposes unbiased
discussion of various ideas, and there are quite a few of them, including the
proposal of France to eet up an international satellite monitoring agency. We are

open to an exchange of views on that proposal.
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With the practical implementation of diearmament, there will he an enormous
increase in the significance of the oueation of monitoring the non-conduct of
activities banned under a given possible agreement at military bages located in the
territories of other States.

I should like to highlight particularly the importance of this problem in
terms of the etrengthening and the estahliehment of confidence. We must turn our
attention and that of the United Nations and international conferences to the
situation in military bases. Military brses make up part of the military
infraatructure. It 1g guite obvious that they can perform function6 which ace
rather important In military terms and which cannot be ignored in concluding
specific agreements. We believe there must be a new approach to the auestion of
the situation in military baeee. To be confident that the obligations assumed are
respected, it ig essential to have inepection access to auch bases, In this
important  matter. naturally, it will be necessary to obtain the co-operation of the
States on whose soil thoge bases are located. Such a measure could become a fiyst
step towards the dismantling of military bageg in foreign territories. We call for
4 serious, thorough-going dialogue on the question of opening up military bases for
inepection and verification. The Soviet (Jnion {8 ready to do this.

World public opinion is the moat important sgource of ideas and proposals, both
in matters of verification and in thr disar.nament sphere as a whole. That i{s why
the USSR has proposed the convening of a conference, to he held in 1988 in the
Soviet Union, with the participation of representatives of the general public and
non-governmental organizations, and devoted to the problems @{ monitoring
compliance with armg limitation and disarmament aqreements. It heljeves that such
4 conference can make 4 valuahle contribution to the treasury of ideas for
resolving problems in finding the hest p()ssihle forma of control and verification

in the disarmament area.
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Peaceful and mutually beneficial co-operation as an alternative to
military-technological competition can also become a school of confidence. The
peaceful alternative8 make it possible to expand opaenness, to know one another
better, to know each other’'s plane and intentiona, co buila confidence and to
overcome the "enemy" psychology. Thia is a very serious problem. I’ is not Juite
within the province of this Comm.ttee, , it we must give aome thouyht to this too:
how to unlearn tha lesson of thainking of each other as enemies and start thinking
of each other as partners. TO embark on that road means trying to turn the
existing negative connection between the arms race, guspicion and miatruet into a
constructive intarlinkage in whicn the peaceful acccnnpliohmenta of each ana every
one will be of benefit to all, and no one will stand to gain from the other's
backwardneaa.

The USSR is ready to study in a constructive way the proposals fo: any
specific steps - | stress, any specific steps = that would lead to stronger
international confidence, openness and _glasnost.

Now Fe the crucial time to break through the thicket of mistrusv and to assert
mutual understanding on the basis of a new polatical philoeophy which provides tor
maximum rngard for the legitimate interests and concerns of States. And this is
the critlcal time, now. The time factor is acquiring decisive significance. If we
are not to be like Breughel's blind men who are heading ine .orahly towards a fatal
abyss, it is essential now promptly to begin anedding the fetters of miatruat and
suspicion and t~ jroaden the horizons of tha policy of trust. we hope that this
session will make a valuable contribution to ghe laying of the foundations oi

confidence, openness and _glaanost in international relations.
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me at the outeet to expreee to ycu our congratulations on your ele.tion tc the
chairmanship of this important Commitcee. 1 hope that you, the two Vice-Chairmen
and the Rapporteur will achieve +4]]1 success8 in your task.

At every session we convene here to debate the problems ol dinarmament on the
agenda, in the hope that the international community will achieie the reauired
progress in the field of disarmament. Time qoea on, however, and we do not achieve
any concrete results. Many delegations have expressed their regret at thie fact
and their hopz thut Lhe future will show a way out of the %alamate that has
dissipated all effort.8 to that end.

Despite the aerioue debate and the continuous negotiations, the arms race, and
especially the nuclerr arms race, still seriously jecpardizes intarnational peace
and security.

We submit that national security tgether with itsmaintenanca is a basic
right of every State. However, it is illogicai to imagine that the present
proliferation of arm8 safeguards the security of the world. On the contrary, this
threat hangs over world security and Jleads to widespread tension, the exacerbation
of conflicts, and the focusing of attention on armaments at the expenae of ecunomic
and social development,

Notri thatanding thie dark picture, there is 4 glinmer of hope reflected in the
aqgreement concluded hetween the two super-Powers,the Soviet Unio. and the Unite”
States of America, on the elimination of shorter- and mediim-range missiles. We
hope that agreement will be the first gtep in a long journey towards the
far-distant qoal of the elimination of strategic nuclear migalles and aqre ment in
other areas such ag tne banning of chemical weapons. The rep.rt of the Conferen.e

on D'sarmament in Guneva indicates eignificant proqgreas in the latter. we hope
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that we rhall grapple with othrr problems whioh are the subject of negotiations in
thr Conference on Disarmament in Geneva and on whioh, according to its report,
progress has Not yet baen made. Neeclasa to say, solving those problems requires
political will on the part of the negotiators.

The ® xponditura on arms amounts to nearly $1,000 billion, and a considerable
part of It is devoted to arms research and development., It is estimated tnat
expenditure in thle area is four times the amount spent in tha whole world on

research and development in other areas such as medicine, agriculture, industry and

others.
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The international comunity has long grappled with the problem of the arns
race aad the acconpanying spiral in mlitary expenditure that is taking place at
the expense of econonic and social expenditure. The International Conference on
the Relationship between R sarmament and Devel opment was a conbined effort on the
part of the international community in the context of the United Nations. Its ains
were to focus on the relationship between disarmamant and devel opnment and to
outline the neasures that could be taken to spend for devel opnent purposes the Sums
of money saved as the result of disarnanent.

The Conference, which concluded its work a few weeks ago, requested the
CGeneral  Assembly keep the issue under periodic review W look forward to the
result of the General Assenbly's efforts to inplenment that proposal of the
Conf er ence. My delegation participated in the Conference and supported the main
goals articulated there « first, to study the link between disarmanment and
devel opment in all its aspects; secondly, tostudythe consequences of the
continuation of vast nilitary expenditures on the world econony and on the world
social situation, particularly as it affects the developing countries; thirdly, to
consider ways and means to provide additional resources for devel opment through
di sarmament measures, especially in the interest of the developing countries.

In view of the careful preparations for the Conference, ny delegation was
hopeful that nost of the goals of the Conference would be realised and tnat
consensus woul d be reached on the principles to be adopted to deal with the issue.
If it is comonly agreed that the Conference had served or would serve to alert
public opinion to this issue and to the interconnection between disarmnent,
security and devel opment, leading to peace and other concrete attenpts to deal with
thati ssue in all its aspects, the inplenentation of the conclusions has none the

| ess been disappointing to many, including ny delegation. It hopes that efforts

will not stop at this stage.

e B LB
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We hope thst the Conference will lead to future ® tfortd that might help
channel the romources released by disarmament into the areas of economic and social
development, ® apeoially in the developing cnuntries. We hoph that those efforts
will serve as a main factor in achieving disarmament, easing tension and
® stahlimhing international peace and security on solid and just foundations.

My delegation supports the reauest of the Conference » contained in the final
psrsgrrph  of the Finsl Document Of the Conference = that the General Asssmhly
should keep under periodic review the relatlonship b cwee disarmamant and
drvolopment, including its consideration at the forthcoming third special sesaior
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmamant to he held next year.

My delegstion wishes to expresa its profound concern at, snd condemnation of,
Israel's nuolesr srmsments, which cirsrly @® ndsnger peace and security in the area.
They are a flacrant challenge to a world which is making every effort to prevent
the spresd of such lethal weapons. The nuclear weapons that Isrs 4l today possesses
hsve groat destructive power. Although the number of Ststes acceding to the Treaty
on the Non-Prolifrrstion of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is increasing = there were over
135 at the time of the 198% Review Conference = Israel still persists in its
refusal to accede to that Treaty and to open its nuclear installationa to
international inspection, unlika the States of the ares that acceded to the Treaty
and accepted inteenstionsl control over some of their nuclear installations.

Ulnae the mid-19708, the Genrral Assembly has adopted yesr after year a
rssolution on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in region of the
Middle East = a reaolution in whiun the General Assembly calls upon the State8 of
the region to estsblioh such a zone and invites them, pending the establishment of
the SOne, not to produce Or acaulre nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive devices

snd to place their nuclear activities under International Atomic Enerqy Agency
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(IAEA) mafequarda, It also calls an the States of the area to adhere to the Tf@ltys
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT},

However, we see that Israel is flouting those resolutions. It has still not
acceded to the NPT. Its nuclear installations are not yet subject to the régime of
international safeguards. We c¢oatlnue to support the creation of a
nuclear-weapon-Free zone. We call On the General Assembly to be strict in its
requeat to Israel to comply with the provisions laid down in this respect.

| must point nut in this respect another A&8spect of Israel’s nuclear
armamenta » that is, the collaboration between the racist régime in Tel Aviv and
that in South Afr.ca. fThis collaboration is still a cause of concern to my country
and to the countries of the Middle East and Africa, because it wOSeS a grave threat
to many regions of the world and has serious impl!cations for international peace
and secur ity. The two régimes are similar, not only from the point of view of
possessing a nuclear capability, hut also that of possessing nuclear weapons. Iike
Israel, the Government of South Africa refuses to accede to the NPT and relects
IAFA controls over some of 1its geng{tive nuclear installations.

My delegation fully supports the role played hy the United Nations jn respect
Of disarmament, especially through public information. My delegation follows
closely and wlth interest the activities of the World Disarmament Campaiqn,
launched during the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament Of 1982. We hopr that such campaigns will culminate in the realisation
of the seriousness of th¢ arms race, the continuation of which will increase the

yge Of armaments, thus putting world security in greater jeopardy.
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Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from Prench): On 13 October the
Ambarrrdor of Denmark, currently president of the Twalve, set forth the common
views of the countries membecrs of the Furopean Community on questions of security,
as should be the case, Increaaingly, the countries members of the Treaty of Rome
and the mingle RFuropean Act perceive a convergence of interests in the areas Of
disarmament &SmO e oaurity.

The events O f the past yearhether connected to the Conference on Hecurity
and Co-operation in Burope (CSCE), the Gulf crisis, terrorism Or the recent
Soviet-United States agreement in principle on intermediate-~range nuclear forces,
cannot but strengthen us in that conviction., More than ® vor, the security of
Western Purope is undoubtedly at the heart of the Eaat-West dialogue, and it must
remain active to promote the collective interests and thoae of each of its
members. This prompts ma today to explain the views Of France on recent

development8 and ongoing negotiations.
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In the nuclear field we must begin with a consideration of the agreement in
principle recently reached on Soviet and American interwmedlate~-range nuclear
forcee. Although some expreassed their enthusiasm at the outset, without awaiting
further developments, we for our port recall that the tinal text of the agreement
hae not yet been signed, nor even zompleted, and we would note that matter6 are not
very clear with regard to substance.

To addreae the esesential, | would aay that tnis agreement in printiple,
though iwgortant from a political standpoint, is relatively limitea in the area of
disarmament and that its implications for security are still uncertain.

The political importance of the agreement in principle reached at Washington
and of the future treaty is obvious. After years of no dialogue, the Unitea States
and the USSR have returned to effective negotiations leading to concrete
agreewents. We welcome this improvement in United States-uUSSR relations with the
greatest interest.

The limited nstuce of a future treaty on intermediate-range forces 18 a tact.
We are not trying to detract from its value but rather to appreciate it for what it
is: it relates to a well-defined category of weapons, namely, intermediate- and
shorter vange nuclear weapons of the United States and the USSR. It does abolish
for the first time a category of weapons, but these ace systems whose development
has been relatively recent. In other words, the treaty will correct a
mistake = the unreasonable deploymeat of S$5~20 pisairles during tne 1970s. Ten
years have been required to achieve this, after considerable political activity,
needless obstacles to negotiations, periods ot tension and even ¢risis and vast
amounts of money. All could have been avoided. Now, howevep, we must address the

essential question, which is not that of intermediate-ranye missiles.
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Turning finally to security, which we view as of overriding interest, we must
say that things are not clear, A great deal will depend upon the w y in which the
intermediate-range force agreement will enable the United States and the USSR to
address the real priority, which is that of strategic weapons. The USSR has stated
very clearly that that treaty is a first step towards the denualeariaation of the
contin~nt, That argument in well known} it hae been around for a long time. But
we do not agree with it. We reject any attempt, on the bamis of that limited and
specific treaty, to make the presence of nuclear weapons on European roil the
® ubjeot of future negotiationr between the United States and the Soviet Union. SO
long as the USSR has nuclear weapons, countries oOf Wertern Europe will have to rely
on similar national or Atlantic Alliance weapon8 to ensure their own secirity,
That fundamental fact Of the balance Of forces is precisely what has brought about
a response to the unilateral deployment of the SS-20e to obtain their elimination.
It continuer to be the key to our security.

We cannot ignore the fact that, in spite of this agreement and the goals
proclaimed hy the USSR with regard to the continent, Europe will continue to live
under the very real threat posed by the considerable panoply of Soviet etrategic
systems.

Thie is why France considers the goal Of a 50 per cent reduction in the
etrategic arsenals of the Soviet Union and United States ret at the Reykjavik
summit meeting last October to be the true priority. The two major Powers have eet
that goal themselves, and henceforth it will be the best means of judging the
credibility of their intentiona in the area of (i{sarmament. We would recall,
however , that such an apparently considerable reduction would only partially
redress the long-standing redundancy in Soviet and American weapons, since it would

merely reduce the arsenals of the two countries to the levels they had reached at
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the ti e of the SALT Il ngreement in the late 19708, In other words, this is an
old and deeply entrenched problem. So long &8s the United States and the USSR do
not redress their overkill capacity in streategic weapons, their initiatives and
actions in the disarmament field, spectacular as they may be, will continue to play
a mecondary role.

Along these same lines | should like to refer to the recent attacks against
deterrence per_8e, Such repeated challenges to one of the fundamental elements of
gecurity in tcday's world is on many levels strange, contradictory and, ultimately,
artificial. Ttistening to some of them, one would get the impression that
deterrence is ahsurd, a perverse dcctrine, a path leading to the abyss and 8¢ on.
One would be tempted to call it an emanation of the evil empire.

But let us be more objective and note that deterrence is not mere theory hu! 4
practice, a fact. Viewed from the st wndpoint of security, it is neither miraculous
nor evil hut rather a part of the history of the past 4u years.

At a time when disarmament and arms-controi negotiations are taking on a new
dynamism, we fail to see the point of entering into an ideological auarrel that
would supposedly separate the good from the bad hy means of elogans. Let U8 rather
return to simpler considerations. The nuclear weapon was a product of the last
World War, of he intense rivalry between the two largest Powers, and of
technological development. 1t then became one of the Fundamental elements *n the
balance of forces in the contemporary world. As for deterrence, far from belnqg an
evil doctrine of unknown provenance, it is the result of hghaviour and mechanisms
that have been estahlished and gradually improved upon for 4¢ years by all the
parties concerned in en attempt to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear or
conventional conflict and thus preserve security.

Based on thoee statements of fact, which are diff fcult to impugn, in general

tne dehate today is taking three different directions.
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Prom a historical standpoint the critics of deterrence say that the last 40
year8 have shown no incontrovertible avidunce Of having played any effective part
in the ® Dp8ence Of conflict between East and Weet. In the lic . of its own history
over the pa#t century, my country can only point out the obvious ineffectiveness of
deterrence by conventional meane.

From a political standpoint it 18 eaid that nuclear deterrence, because of its
unatable and dangerous nature, must be replaced by another gystem of guarantees
bared on mutual security. This would appear t0 be the key t0 current Soviet
thinking. France, for its part, cannot forget that in the inter-war period it was
the country that supported most vehemently , and for the best of reasons, the
® etabli8hment of collective security baaed on co-operation among all States and

aimed at replacing the former Power rivalries.
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Nor can It forget that th= jll-fated attempt of the League of Nations, undertaken
amonqg partners motivated by very different intentions, led to the worat conflict
the world has known. Nothing {8 more danqgerous than to try to estahlish security
hy decree.

There remains the moral arqument, that deterrence would preserve security on
the basis of principles that are unacceptable from an ethical atandpoint. NO
country denies the fact that its foremust duty in to ensure the security of ita
citizens, and if moral arqument®& must he made to challenge deterrence, it muat be
stressed that it is not acceptable to condemn {t without recourse, ignoring the
terrible price of past illusions. One does not have the right to let the public
believe that a world without nuclear weapons, with Its hypothetical benefits, In
just around the .-orner,

We, of course, cannot hope to finish this debate here, & dehatr 80 important
in our time. We stand ready tc pursue 1t further, being a s objective as posaible,
realizing that the heat way to reach this end is to proceed from the actual
bebaviour of States. Today, in fact, we think that what makes nuclyear deterrer ¢ a
lasting reality i8 the considerable scope of the strategic programmes of the major
Powers. With regard to the OSSR in particular, which has stated that it wants to
renounce deterrence, we note that it has developed strateqgic syRtems unparalleled
in the world, such au the Typhon gubmarine or the wmobile intercontinental miasile,
both designed to remain active for 20 to 30 years, if not more. This will take us
well beyond the year 2000. That is the first fact that we must take into account
in our dehate.

In the ultimate analysis, what {8 absurd 18 not deterrence, a8 such, hut thr
useless, costly, destabil izing accumulation of strategic weapons hy the two major

Powers. All the fame, this is the movement which We now see towards a controlled
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and concerted reduction of redundant weapons, Because of the eanormous power
involved, nuclear weapons call for control Of auantity and auality. In brief, they
call tor taking a minimal stand, for economizing. Rather than to decree in theory
the inadm/ssibility of deterrence, we must tiy to introduce more responsibili‘y,
restrairt and predir tahility: in other words, tO hring more (@ason into the
proceas,

This is what France has always believad in, deterrence of the atrong by the
weak, linking possible recourse to the atomic weapon with the very survival of the
nation. Having adopted a minimal stnnd, my country cannot be placed on the same
level as the over-abundant forces of the two major Powers. While awaiting due
participation in true nuclear disarmament, when the three well-known conditions
relating to the non-development Of daefensive aystema, the present conventional and
chemical imbalance and disparity of «tsconals will be met, we must maintain the
credibility of our strategic forces at the necessary levels, which reduires that we
continue our nuclear testing.

with regard to the ast point, I wish to recall the invitation made on
23 September 14st in the General Assembly by the French Minigter for Foreign
Affairs. France, after having taken a new siep thia year and welcomed several
Heads of State or Govsrnment of the region to the Mururoa testing site, {8 ready to
welcome polit ical and government officials from the rive coastal Pacific Andean
countries. \/a recalled on that occasion that other States for a longerftime and o©On
a regular basis have hecn carrying out more teats. Ag far an we know. nena has
opened up thia poraibility. And none has offered comparable environmental safety
quarantaee, which in our case were duly verified in 1983 by a high-level expert
mission fiom the region whose conclusion8 were carefully preprred and arc still

important today.
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I wish now to refer to non-nuclear issues, which are no less important t¢
security and disarmament. The First Committee debates, the resolutions adopted by
the General Assembly at its forty-first session and the work of the Disarmament
Commission last May clearly confirm this.

Having referred to the future intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF)
agreement and the remaining uncertainties with regard to its security implications
in Europe, | will now begin by stressing the extreme importance in this context of
the present considerable imbalances in the area of conventional and chemical
weapons.

The Committee does not have to be reminded of France’s interest in the
control of conventional arms, since it was on its initiative that in 1978 a plan
was launched for a conference on disarmament in Europe. After the Stockholm
Conference, that proposal became a reality and achieved its first success with the
document dated 16 September 1986 on ¢onfidence~ and security-building measures.
Recent developments in this regard confirm our desire to continue working hard
along these lines and do even more.

In the first place, we wish to stress the first very positive results obtained
through the effective implementation of confidence- and security-building
measures. So far the results here have been very satisfactory, be they in the area
of r~..i.ication, exchanges of observers or, especially, inspection measures. The
latter, which are by far the most sensitive to tackle, have auite recently been put
through several tests. Time periods were ohserved, the necessary means for
inspection were provided, and on-s; %e verification was carried out to the
satisfaction of the reouesting country. These first experiences, which are now
possible, normal and agreed to, will henceforth contribute to strengthening
confidence in Europe, and confirm that the direction taken in Stockholm was the

right one.
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Now, we mumt WOrk On preparations for a conference ON conventional stability
in Burope, with aviowtoarrivingat & @ tahle, secure and verifiahle balance of
conventional force4 at lower 1levels.

The Vienna follow-up meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Europe (Cack) provide4 for consideration of the futiure framework for 4 twofold
exarcise covering all of Rurope: on the one hand, negotiarions on confidence- and
secur ity-building measures, which vill be a follow-4p to and complate thr resulta
of the Stockholm Conference between the 35 participants in the CSCE; and on the
other, nagotiationa on conventional ® tahility among the countrie~ member4 of both
alliances, with a view to adopting verifiable measures of control, reduction and
redeployment, or any other measures which apply to armed forces and conventional
weapons i N Furope. It ham now bean clearly established, and my country ham spared
Nno efforts in this regard, that these two sets of negotiation4 will involve
apprcpriate progremm report4 to the "38" by the “23” on their work, and that they
will take place within the untaue multilateral framework of the CSCE.

This brief account of the preparatory work in progress in Vienna is by way of
drawing attention to the importance and relevance of thim twofold exercise. It ham
recuired irtense cOnsultation4 within tre alliances. But France is also very much
interomted in the proposals and contribution4 of countries ~emhers Of the warsaw
Pact, am well 44 in the specific view4 of the neutral and non-aligned countries.

We have st. sssad in particular the p. posals made to the Eamt on the auestion
of military doctrines, which have been dimcummed often in this "ommittee. Theme
doctrines must he taken for what they are, 4omething which can alwaym be changed
unilaterally, whereas military capahilitias are the result of forces, of positions
and of structuras which have hean long established 4nd also of a State's assessment
o f 1its opponent's forces. All thase ® Iementm are morn 1asting, more objective and

more linked to the mituation am it exists than doctrine4 per se,
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Having ® treomod the importance we o 4450  to oonvimtional disarmament, [ wigh
to add that this question is not of concern to Burope only. For States that so
desire, and given specific regional c¢onditions, it provides a way of reducing
confrontation and strengthening stability and security in the region in question.
There are many area8 in the world where, as in Burope, it would be desirable to
reduce the threat of ® urpri88 e ttaoh and 1arge-scalemilitary offensives.

We ptatecl those views last year when we ® ubnittad a draft resolution which,
after very uoeful negotiations, led to the adoption of resolution 41/59 £, which
enjoyed broad rupport. With 1 eye to developments since then, 'We intend this ysar
to propoee a draft resolution responding to the same ooncerns.

As in the case of conventioral disarmament, the future treaty on
intermediata-range nuclear forces mahes us stress the need for kthy complete
prohibition of chemical weapons. (Considerable progress was made » gometimes nore
rapidly than anticipated - at Geneva this year in the negotiation of 8 draft
conventiony that is part of the good nows8 pattioipantr ©an bring to New Yoik. But
we must also utress that major questions havg not yet really been resolved.  Among
them are: the institution8l frame.ork of a future convention) the implementation
and verification of non-produation in givilian industry; informing parties to the
convention) and the dastruction of stockpiles.

Outgide Geneva too, the picture is one Of contrasts. We ot with interest the
Soviet invitation to visit the Shikhany chemical sitej yet we must deplore the
repeated viol ati on of the 1945 Protuool in thalran-lraq war.

France ag |long att>ched iaportance to tha question of g8 ockplles and last
June made specific proposals. | wish briefly 1O recall these here. We agree that
security {g an inperativa tha, mustba @ Qfbeer raspected for 811 Statesparties

whe the convention enters into force and throughout the initisl iU-year period
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provided for the total destruction of stockpiles, the complete success of which is
indispensable if we are to move to the final régime of a total prohibition. To
prevent the treaty from becoming during tuat period = like the nuclear
nod-proliferation Treaty = a disarmament treaty 0 f dlsarmed count.ies, maintaining
the armament of some and the non-armament Qf othurs = we have proposed the
establishment Of a provisional aacurity baiance enabling all states which deem jt
neceeeary to possess a minimal chemical-weapons capability in the Corm of a
security stock of some 1,000 to 2,000 metric tons under «ry strict: constraints.
These gtocks would be destroyed during the final two years of the l0-year period.
Theae quantities can be put in context by rocalling = usiny declared quantities i n
one ¢ase and estimates in the other « that the two major Powers now possess gtocks
of tens of thousands and hundreds Of thousands Of metric tons respectively. <hat
digparity should show that eecurity stocks can only act a8 a deterrent and
defensive force in the event of a possible chemical attack. Thus, there is no
contradiction with the provisions of the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

For techn: il and security reasons, those stocks would be established With a
single production facility that would be unasr international control from the entry
into force of the conventton until the end of the 10-year period. ‘This may be
surprising to some, but we think it is necessary to meet possible incidents during
a long period of storage and, above all, to deter any patty that might be tempted
to deceive and convince all non-signatory states that there is no clear advantage
to remaining pytside the convention. ‘The State that 1s the site of this single
facility would obviously have to accept a very strict international monitoring

nechanism,
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In nore general terms, it goes without saying that verification plays an
essential role here; it is indispensable for ensuring that this tenporary régime is
not diverted to other ends. without going into details, | would recall that we
Proposed subnitting these security stocks to challenge inspection procedures and
giving notice of the location of these stocks upon the entry into force of the
convention, in accordance with a special régime known as an envel ope régime.

As | remind the First Committee of the outlines of our proposal, | wn also
to note that it has met with strong reservations which have by no neans
di sappear ed. But | want also to say that none of the countries participating in
the negotiations has denied that the problens of the security of the parties duriny
the lo-year period, which had been ignored for too long, are decisive for the
i npl ementation of the convention. The main objection involveu tne risk of c¢nemical
proliferation. W respond that this risk exists in any event wthout security
stocks, since no State can be conpelled to adhere to the convention. Wth the
stocks we are proposing, which involve a very strict and intrusive nachinery, the
regine would be particularly selective. It would attract countries with a real
security problem and prepared to pay the price in terms of sovereignty, and woul d
prevent resisters from taking easy advantage of constraints for parties and |icence
for thensel ves.

Let nme conclude on this point by saying that discussion on the central
question of security has finally begun. Wehave stated our readi ness to study the
question in depth. \Watever the final solution we renmain convinced that there can
be no stable, solid and lasting convention if the security of all parties is not
continuously guaranteed during the lo-year period. So there can be no nistaking

our intentions, | shall recall the position publicly stated by aH Prime Minister

last May in Mscow
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"when there ig verified eimination of chemical weapons, ve ® hall destroy

ours; | can undertake o formal pledge t hat we shall reach thr 3ero point at

the same time 88 the others.”

The international community has continued to be interested in the yueation of
the prevention of an arms rage in outer gpace. Yet ue feel it could do more in
this sphere: on thr bilateral level, the Geneva negotiations continue, Evaeryone
know8 how important they are. and we hops they Wi | | lead to concreta results. In
that context, we reaffirm our commitment to the ® nti-ballistiomissile Treaty. In
our view, if it is to be changed, this can be only through sgresment betwaen the
purties.

But we must a1g0 ® xprero concern here over the role of the international
community in outer space mwatters. | recall my country's unchanging position: the
interiaticnal community must piay an indispensable supplementary role. This role
already ® xi8t8, but it should be developad in & far more active and mithodical
way. We must not agt ln hastes the ® xtrem gaution of the two Powsrs moet directly
involvad is very {nstructive in chis respect. In our view, multilateral work
toward .asystematic inventory of space a c¢tivit'es, of their gecurity consequences

and of possible developmants ghould be carried forwazd more ® otivolp.
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1f the international community wishea to assert. its role !n this field « and it has
excellent reasons for doing A0 « it must prove ita competence. It must define its
terma of reference, take technolcgical cncertainty into account and not be ready to
act in haste. It 18 through such work that the time for the major choices would
come after qgaining future credibility in this field.

Many proposal9 need to he looked into more thoroughly, including French
proposals which have bheen made for the past 10 years and where present developments
confirm that they have hgea wise, be it on the ouestion of anti-satellite weroons,
the high-orbit, strengthening the registration régime for space nbjeccs or, in more
general terms, the plan for an international satellite monitor ing agency. Recent
international developments, practical experience in high auality remotLe sensing by
civiliang, with the French satellite “SPOT” and various projects under study, show
that the necessary means for such an agency to operate already exist in the
countrios witn a dpece capability other than the two major-Powers.

I should like to add on prevantion of the arms race in space that, as far a#s
the Western countries are concerned, my country together with Itaiy this year will
co-operate in the preparation of a consensus text alonqg the lines of last year’s
text.

Concerning international security, and in particular the Soviet proposal, |
shall refer to this later on in the debate,

Finally, T wish today to refer to the recent Conference on the R. Istionehip
batween lisarmament and Development. The plan proposed by the President of France
in 1987 ted to the first redult which we should address. Despite the difficult
circumatances and profound differences between all the various thescs about this,
it wan possaible to confirm the importance of security {n the

disarmament -development relationship, to approach the very important auestion of
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the tranepacency of military hudgetr and to conaider various concrete measures.
Undeniahle differences surtaced in the work of the Conference, but this did not
prevent all participants from arriving at a consensus. In order to mark the etage
Set by the New York Conference in further thought on this difficult auestion, which
has now received recognition, France will in the near future submit a draft
resolution with a view to its adoption hy conseneua.

as | was able to underscore in the case of nuclear disarmament, it may be
Stated in more general terms that progresa can he made in the treatment of all the
major disarmament issues ly if they are treated with more reason and
responeibility in the particula-ly difficult. wreas., In genaral, one can say that,
this year, progreas has been made alonq thoae lines, and further important, not to
say essential, progress is awaited. This points to the importance of our
forthcoming meeting, that is, the third special session of the General Aesembly
devoted to disarmament, which we shall prepare for wost actively. At all times we
shall need to be lucid. As stated by the French Foreign Minister on 23 September,
more diaarmamant doos not necessarily mean more security. The very clear and firm
commitment of my country to all the auestions to which | have referred iS precisely
in keeping with its desire to guarantee at all times most clearly that disarmament
will lead to better security.

Mr. ALZLDGALY (Oman) (interpretation from Arabic) ¢ May | congratulate
you once again, Ssir, on your assumption of the chairmanship of the First
Committee. My delegatson is confident that, under your quidance and with the help
of the other officers, the Comr ttee Will achieve succeas,

| should also 1like at the outset to ntate that my country, through {tg
membership in this {nternat{onal Organizatior and thrcugh our participation as a

developing country in {ta work, reaffirms {tq keen jnterest {n safoquarding
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international peace and security and the implementation of t e plans of this tcrlad
hody.

Having l{stenad to the statement8 of the delegationsg which have spokan 80 far,
we feel that progreas has been made towarda better international relations. We are
particularly gratified that agreement wa# the outcome of the recent meeting of the
Foreign Ministers of the two 8super-Pwers, the lnited States and the Soviet Union.
This agreement auqura well for the limitation of the nuclear threats and
demonatrateas the serious intentiona of the guper-~Powers to cuth the arms race and
halt the proliferation of nuclear weapon8. The immediate gain |8 the elimination,
as a fir8t step, of two categories of destructive weapons, namely, shorter-ranqge
and intermediate-range nucleal misailes. We, on our part, commend this initiative
and hope that the two countries will soon reach an underatandiny on the other
issues of disarmament which are the ¢oncérn of humanity an a whole, namely, the
limitation of nuclear tests and giving an impetus to a process that would lead to
an aqreement which the Conference oOn Dioacmament in Geneva has been advocatinrg for
a long time now with a y]ew to hanning the proliferatioca, productior and use of
chemical and bacteriological weapons.

This nascent converqence of vjews and these decidedly peaceful initiatives
could never have been posaihle wore it not for the dedicated effort3 of the Unjited
Nationa and its specialized agencies. Since 1it§ Inception, the United Not ions has
spared no effort in trying to contain crises, in compliznce with the noble
objectives of {ta Charter. The United Nations waR created to ensure the well-being
and co-operation af all.

Conseduent |y, the Sultanate of Oman attaches special ‘mportance to the role of
the Uinfted Nations and {ta aqencies in safequarding peace ard securiiy and

co-operntton hetwean peoples. Therefore, we in the Sultanate, look forward to the
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third special session 0f the Ganeral Assembly devoted t0 disarmament, which will be
held early next year. Our pactiaipation in that dialogue rhould be viewed as the
contribution of an Arab/Muslim developing and non-aligned country genuinely
intereated in the search fcr peace and asecurity in every part of the world.

We believe that we must all make a positive contribution to the creation of
the conditiona which would make it possible to accept the new reality of a world
wherein the equal sovereign rights of all should be respected, the need for
non-interference in the internal affairs fully recognized and the right of every
people to choose their own political system without any foreign interference duly
safeguarded.

The Sultanate also helievee that despite the cautious optimism that has come
to pervade the world as a result of the Conference on the Ralationrhip between
Disarmament and Development held in New York earlier thia year, it is imperative
that we pay heed to the military and other risks ® uch am hunger and poverty which
continue to threaten us all and wake up to the need for mutual confidence and
determined action to stop the proliferation of nuclear weaponm and the gxtension of

the arms race into outer space.
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The Sultanate believes thrt holding this conference, the first of its kind,
under the auspices of the United Nationm, will @ trongttren the international
community’s confidence in the role of this Organization and consolidate the common
effort and collactive resolveto e 1 44+ the world's problema.

‘In jta report to the Secretary~General In compliance with recolution 41/48,
the Sultanate of Oman made a point of stating that, like all other countries of the
world and Statea Members of this Organization, it shares the views of peace-loving
farcea and is aware of the increasing importance of creating a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle East.

While Oman upholds and supports tha idea of declaring tho Middle East a zone
of peace, free from nuclear weapons, it hopaa to draw the attention of the
international community to “le fact that the {increasing nuclear capahjlity of the
Israeli entity and {te tetuasl to place ite nuclear facllities under the
supurvigion and safequards of the Tntarnational Atomir Energy Agency (IAFA) poue a
gerious threat indeed tu the security of all the States of thg reglon and obstruct
the efforts aimed a3t making the Middle East g nuclear-weapon-free zone.

The Sultenate's awareness of the destablizingeffect of this situation on the
reqion re-amphasizes the need to intensify the efforts of the yp{tead Nations and
{ ta agencies. we believe that theg international community should have the wiadom
and far-sightedness to realize the concomittance of creating a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle east and safeguarding international peace and security.

The Minister of State for Foreign Aftairs of my country hae referred, in his
atatement to the General Assembly at this sassion, to the fact that the Sultanate
of Oman, in sesking the maintenance of balance in the region and diastancing it from
the maelstrom of big~Power rivalry, has called and continues to call for the

Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, embodield



SK/17 A/C.1/42/PV.8
72

{Mr. Alzedgaly, Oman)

in General Aaaemhly resolution 2832 (XXVI) of 1971. Event8 in that region ehow
that the lmplampntation of that Declaration will be a majoc step towards the
establishment of international peace and security.

There is no douht that the Conference on the Indian Qcaan aa a zone of peace
ia a long-overdue atep that should be taken to implement %:hat Declaration.

The Sultanate of Oman reqrets that the Conf-~rence hae been poetponed once
aqain and hopes that the resolution unanimously adopted by the Ad Hoc Committee on
the Indian Ocean at its last session @ calling for that Conference to be convened
not later than 1991 = will prove to ke conclusive.

In conclusion, because we are a coastal State, we deem it necessary to ensure
the freedom of navigatlon and the flow of international trade under the rule of
international law and the Convention on the Law of the Sea. These are vital
principles which should not he violated hy anyone, for any reason, under any

pretext..

My country, which has jealously defended ite national independence throughout
its history, has emharkad on a policy of good-neighbourliness with fraternal
nelghbouring countries since 1970.

We have made a genuine contribution to the establishment of the Arah Gulf
Co-operation  Council. W hava also made poaitive contributions through our
membership in the League of Arab States, the Organization of the Iaslamic
Conferance (0OIC) and the Movement of Jon~Aligned Countries, as well as in this
Drganization and i t s specialized agencies, We have always heen cognizant of the
importance of peace and security as a means of successful economic and aocial

deve lopment .
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For all these reasons, we reaffirm the importance of huilding truat and
confidence hetween all the countriea and groupings of the world, so that all may

live in an atmoaphere of international peace and security, free from nuclear risks.

The meeting rope at 12.45 p.m.




